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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see pages 6-7, filed October 2"**, 2006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-2, 5-7, and 10-11 under 103(a) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, 
a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Furter at al (U.S. 2005/0104732 A1), Please 
review the below rejection for full explanation. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed October 2"^, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant states "the cited portions [of Himmel] and concluded that neither of the cited 
portions teaches anything about an adhering material on a surface of an adhering tag" (page 7, 
paragraph 4). The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Himmel discloses the RFID tag 400 is 
fabricated on a substrate, which in this example is a clear, flexible film (column 6, lines 59-60). 
Himmel also discloses the RFID tag is attached [emphasis added] to mobile telephone user's 
500 mobile telephone (column 7, lines 24-25), The Examiner contends it is inherent the RFID 
tag 400 must possess an adhering material in order for the flexible film to be attached to the 
mobile telephone 500. Therefore, the Examine will maintain the rejection. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to motivation and combination of Son, Seita, Bashan, 
Himmel, and Arisawa have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined In section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 18-19, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Himmel eta/ (U.S. 6,993,319 B2). 

As to claim 18, Himmel discloses: 

An apparatus (tag 400) for radio frequency identification (column 6, lines 53-54), 
comprising: 

a supporter (mobile telephone) comprising a shell and a memory chip 
(non-volatile memory) and an antenna (420), wherein said memory chip 
and said antenna are adhering tags adhered to said shell wherein said 
adhering tag is a soft circuit board (flexible film) and is coated with an 
adhering material on a surface of said adhering tag (column 6, lines 55- 
65; column 7, lines 19-25). 
As to claim 19, Himmel discloses everything as applied in claim 18 and Himmel also 
discloses: 

wherein said supporter is selected from the group consisting of MPS, mobile, and 
belt (column 7. lines 22-25, choosing "mobile" option). 
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As to claim 21, Himmel discloses everything as applied in claim 18 and Himmel also 
discloses: 

wherein said antenna comprises a printed circuit board or a coiled enameled wire 
(Figure 4, choosing option "printed circuit board"). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 5-7, and 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Son (U.S. 2005/0197169 A1) in view of Furter et al (U.S. 2005/0104732 
A1). 

As to claim 1 , Son discloses: 

an apparatus for radio frequency identification (see paragraphs 3 and 9), comprising: 
a supporter comprising a slot (see paragraph 33); 

a data card comprising a memory chip, said data card for storing data, said data 
card receivable into said slot, said data card connected to an antenna (see paragraphs 
26, 32-33, and 44). It is inherent the smart card disclosed by Son comprises a memory 
chip to store data and an antenna to communicate with the SCR. 
Son discloses everything as applied in above; however, Son fails to disclose wherein 

said antenna comprises a coiled enameled wire. The Examiner maintains this feature was old 

and well known in the art at the time of invention as taught by Furter. 

In an analogous art, Furter teaches an antenna comprises a coiled enameled wire 

(paragraphs 1-2, 47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the apparatus and antenna, disclosed by Son, antenna comprises a coiled 
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enameled wire, as taught by Furter, to ensure the connection between the RFID device and a 
reader is optimal (Furter, paragraphs 2 ,10. and 12; Son, paragraphs 5-6). 

As to claim 2, Son and Furter teach everything as applied in claim 1 and Son also 
discloses supporter is selected from the group consisting of MPS, mobile, watch, and belt (see 
Figure 1), 

As to claim 5, Son discloses: 

an apparatus for radio frequency identification (see paragraphs 3 and 9), comprising: 

a supporter comprising a plurality of slots, said supporter internally connected to 
an antenna, said antenna for connecting to a memory chip (see Figure 1, paragraphs 9, 
26, 30); 

a memory chip for storing data, said memory chip being plugged into a slot, said 
memory chip electronically connected to said antenna by a contact on a surface of said 
memory chip (see paragraphs 30, 31, 35). 

Son discloses everything as applied in above; however, Son fails to disclose wherein 
said antenna comprises a coiled enameled wire. The Examiner maintains this feature was old 
and well known in the art at the time of invention as taught by Furter. 

Furter also teaches an antenna comprises a coiled enameled wire (paragraphs 1-2, 47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the apparatus and antenna, disclosed by Son, antenna comprises a coiled 
enameled wire, as taught by Furter, to ensure the connection between the RFID device and a 
reader is optimal (Furter, paragraphs 2 ,10, and 12; Son, paragraphs 5-6). 

As to claim 6, Son and Furter teach everything as applied in claim 5 and Son also 
discloses a second slot for directly connecting to a data card having an antenna (see Figure 1 , 
paragraphs 26, 32-33, and 44). 
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As to claim 7, Son and Furter teach everything as applied in claim 5 and Son also 
discloses supporter is selected from the group consisting of MPS, mobile, watch, and belt (see 
Figure 1). 

As to claim 10, Son discloses: 

a method and apparatus for radio frequency identification (see paragraphs 3 and 9), 
comprising: 

a supporter comprising a memory chip, said memory chip for storing data, said 
supporter comprising an antenna which is to obtain induced voltage (see Figure 1 , 
paragraphs 9, 26, 32-33, and 44). It is inherent the smart card disclosed by Son 
comprises a memory chip to store data and an antenna that induces voltage to 
communicate with the SCR. 

Son discloses everything as applied in above; however. Son fails to disclose wherein 
said antenna comprises a coiled enameled wire. The Examiner maintains this feature was old 
and well known in the art at the time of invention as taught by Furter. 

Furter also teaches an antenna comprises a coiled enameled wire (paragraphs 1-2, 47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the apparatus and antenna, disclosed by Son, antenna comprises a coiled 
enameled wire, as taught by Furter, to ensure the connection between the RFID device and a 
reader is optimal (Furter, paragraphs 2 .10, and 12; Son, paragraphs 5-6). 

As to claim 1 1 , Son and Furter teach everything as applied in claim 10 and Son also 
discloses supporter is selected from the group consisting of MP3, mobile, watch, and belt (see 
Figure 1). 
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5. Claims 14-1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seita 
(U.S. 6973327 B2) in view of Furter etal (U.S. 2005/0104732 A1). 
As to claim 14, Seita discloses: 

an apparatus for radio frequency identification (see column 1, lines 17-20, 
column 1, lines 44-46), comprising: 

a supporter comprising a shell, wherein a memory chip and an antenna 
are inside said shell (column 3, lines 65-67, column 5, lines 5-10, column 5, lines 
19-23; Figures 3A-3B). 
Seita discloses everything as applied above; however, Seita fails to disclose wherein 
said antenna comprises a coiled enameled wire. The Examiner maintains this feature was old 
and well known in the art at the time of invention as taught by Furter. 

Furter also teaches an antenna comprises a coiled enameled wire (paragraphs 1-2, 47). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the apparatus and antenna, disclosed by Seita, antenna comprises a coiled 
enameled wire, as taught by Furter, to ensure the RFID antenna's transponding capabilities is 
optimal (Furter paragraphs 2 and 12; Seita column 4, lines 9-10). 

As to claim 15, Seita and Furter teach everything as applied in claim 14 and Seita also 
discloses supporter is selected from the group consisting of MPS, mobile, watch, and belt 
(column 1, lines 17-20). 
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6. Claims 3, 8, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Son and Furter as applied to claims 1, 5, and 10 above, and further In view of Arisawa et 
al (U.S. 2003/0141989 A1). 

As to claim 3,Son and Furter teach everything as applied in claim 1; however, neither 
Son nor Furter teaches the memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode and 
capacitor. The Examiner maintains this feature was old and well known in the art at the time of 
invention as taught by Arisawa. 

In the same field of endeavor, Arisawa teaches a memory chip comprises a plurality of 
components of diode and capacitor (see Figure 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the memory chip and data card, taught by Son and Furter, memory chip 
comprises a plurality of components of diode and capacitor, as taught by Arisawa, to enable 
financial transactions via a contactless ID chip (Arisawa, paragraph 14; Son, paragraph 6). 

As to claim 8, Son and Furter teach everything as applied in claim 5; however, neither 
Son nor Furter teach the memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode and 
capacitor. The Examiner maintains this feature was old and well known in the art at the time of 
invention as taught by Arisawa. 

Arisawa teaches a memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode and 
capacitor (see Figure 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the memory chip and data card, taught by Son and Furter, memory chip 
comprises a plurality of components of diode and capacitor, as taught by Arisawa, to enable 
financial transactions via a contactless ID chip (Arisawa, paragraph 14; Son, paragraph 6). 
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As to claim 12, Son and Furter teach everything as applied in claim 10; however, 
neither Son nor Furter teach the memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode and 
capacitor. The Examiner maintains this feature was old and well known in the art at the time of 
invention as taught by Arisawa. 

Arisawa teaches a memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode and 
capacitor (see Figure 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the memory chip and data card, , taught by Son and Furter, memory chip 
comprises a plurality of components of diode and capacitor, as taught by Arisawa, to enable 
financial transactions via a contactless ID chip (Arisawa, paragraph 14; Son, paragraph 6). 

7. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seita and 
Furter as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view of Arisawa et al (U.S. 
2003/0141989 A1). 

As to claim 16,Seita and Bashan teach everything as applied in claim 14; however, 
neither Seita nor Bashan teaches the memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode 
and capacitor The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known in the art at the time 
of invention as taught by Arisawa. 

Arisawa teaches a memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode and 
capacitor (see Figure 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the memory chip and data card, taught by Seita and Furter, memory chip 
comprises a plurality of components of diode and capacitor, as taught by Arisawa, to enable 
financial transactions via a contactless ID chip (Arisawa, paragraph 14; Son, paragraph 6). 
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8. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Himmel as 
applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Arisawa et al (U.S. 2003/0141989 A1). 

As to claim 20, Himmel discloses everything as applied in claim 18; however, Himmel 
fails to disclose the memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode and capacitor. 
The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known in the art at the time of invention as 
taught by Arisawa, 

Arisawa teaches a memory chip comprises a plurality of components of diode and 
capacitor (see Figure 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the memory chip and data card, disclosed by Himmel, the memory chip 
comprises a plurality of components of diode and capacitor, as taught by Arisawa, to enable 
financial transactions via a contactless ID chip (Arisawa, paragraph 14; Himmel, column 1, lines 
38-41). 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Olivia Marsh whose telephone number is 571-272-7912. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on 571-272-7905. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more infonnation about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




